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Abstract 
This report serves as the final written documentation for the 
Aeronautic Research Mission Directorate (ARMD) Seedling Fund’s Low 
Energy Nuclear Reaction (LENR) Aircraft Phase I project. The findings 
presented include propulsion system concepts, synergistic missions, and 
aircraft concepts. LENR is a form of nuclear energy that potentially has 
over 4,000 times the energy density of chemical energy sources. It is not 
expected to have any harmful emissions or radiation which makes it 
extremely appealing. There is a lot of interest in LENR, but there are no 
proven theories. This report does not explore the feasibility of LENR. 
Instead, it assumes that a working system is available. A design space 
exploration shows that LENR can enable long range and high speed 
missions. Six propulsion concepts, six missions, and four aircraft 
concepts are presented. This report also includes discussion of several 
issues and concerns that were uncovered during the study and potential 
research areas to infuse LENR aircraft into NASA’s aeronautics 
research. 
1.0 Introduction 
NASA’s mission includes driving advances in aeronautics to “enhance knowledge, education, innovation, 
economic vitality, and stewardship of Earth.” NASA’s aeronautics research is focused on solving 
technical challenges for mobility and reducing environmental impacts. This innovative research strives to 
enable revolutionary transformations in aviation. A critical piece is to research and develop revolutionary 
technologies that enable that vision.1  
New sources of energy could be one way to achieve NASA’s aeronautics goals. LENR could be that new 
source of energy. The technology became known in 1989 with what Pons and Fleishmann called, “cold 
fusion.”2 It was called cold fusion to distinguish it from familiar fusion approaches which relied on 
extremely high temperatures to initiate nuclear reactions. The nuclear reactions that have been observed 
in the sun are an example of high temperature fusion. “Cold fusion” as it was known, was found to be 
impossible. However, experiments continued including at NASA.3 Many theories surfaced to explain the 
energy output from a lower energy input, but there is one theory that seems to explain it using existing 
physics models: the Widom-Larsen Theory.4 The Widom-Larsen Weak Interaction Low Energy Nuclear 
Reaction (LENR) Theory is believed to be the best explanation of the LENR process because it does not 
require new physics models.5 The phenomenon now called LENR requires relatively low temperatures or 
energy stimulus to initiate reactions. It is a form of nuclear energy which has conservatively been 
estimated to have over 4,000 times the energy density of chemical energy sources and potentially much 
more.6 
The objective of this project was to explore the use of LENR as an energy source for aircraft. This report 
includes descriptions of different LENR propulsion or energy conversion systems, synergistic missions, 
and some aircraft concepts. Brief discussions of constraints that are removed by LENR and new 
constraints that arise are also included. This report concludes with potential research areas to infuse 
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LENR aircraft into NASA research. 
2.0 Nomenclature 
Chemical Elements 
D – Deuterium 
H – Hydrogen 
Ni – Nickel 
Pd – Palladium 
Abbreviations 
AIAA – American Institute of Aeronautics and Astronautics 
ANP – Aircraft Nuclear Propulsion Program 
ANS – American Nuclear Society 
APU – Auxiliary Power Unit 
ARMD – Aeronautics Research Mission Directorate 
ARPA-E – Advanced Research Projects Agency-Energy 
ASRG – Advanced Stirling Radioisotope Generator 
Cal Poly – California Polytechnic State University 
CERN – European Centre for Nuclear Research 
DARPA – Defense Advanced Research Projects Agency 
FLOPS – Flight Optimization System 
GE – General Electric Corporation 
GRC – Glenn Research Center 
HALE – High Altitude Long Endurance 
ISR – Intelligence, Surveillance, and Reconnaissance 
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LaRC – Langley Research Center 
LENR – Low Energy Nuclear Reaction 
MAV – Micro Unmanned Aerial Vehicle 
MEMS – Microelectromechanical System 
NAM – Non-Dimensional Aircraft Mass ratio 
NARI – NASA Aeronautics Research Institute 
NASA – National Aeronautics and Space Administration 
NEPA – Nuclear Energy for Propulsion of Aircraft 
NRA – NASA Research Announcement 
RI – Runway Independent 
TRL – Technology Readiness Level 
UAS – Unmanned Aerial System 
UAV – Unmanned Aerial Vehicle 
VTOL – Vertical Takeoff and Landing 
3.0 Purpose 
The purpose of this research is to investigate the potential vehicle performance impacts of applying the 
emergent Low Energy Nuclear Reaction (LENR) technology to aircraft propulsion systems. This 
technology could enable the use of an abundance of inexpensive energy to remove active design 
constraints such as range and endurance, leading to new aircraft designs with very low fuel consumption, 
low noise, and no emissions. The objectives of this project were to: (1) gather as many perspectives as 
possible on how and where to use LENR for aircraft including the benefits arising from its application, (2) 
explore the performance, safety, and operational impacts to individual aircraft and the fleet, (3) evaluate 
potential propulsion system concepts, and (4) foster multi-disciplinary interaction within NASA. 
4.0 Background 
LENR is a type of nuclear energy based on the weak force.6 It has similar characteristics to fission and 
fusion, except there is no harmful radiation or hazardous waste. As an energy source, LENR works by 
generating heat in a catalyst process. The fuels or materials that are usually used in the LENR process are 
nickel metal (Ni) with hydrogen gas (H) or palladium (Pd) with deuterium (D). The initial testing and 
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theory show that radiation and radioisotopes are extremely short lived and can be easily shielded.6 
LENR would be an ideal energetics solution. It could meet the world’s energy requirements while being 
cleaner and safer than current methods.7 NASA’s interest in LENR increased after the Widom-Larsen 
Theory was published. NASA began conducting experiments to determine how the LENR surface 
reactions occur and their characteristics.6 
One appealing application for LENR previously identified by NASA is single-stage-to-orbit vehicles. 
LENR’s high energy density would be a huge advantage for these types of vehicles.8 NASA conducted a 
study in 2009 to design a LENR powered launch vehicle. LENR enabled very high performance engines 
that could revolutionize access to space.6 
LENR could also revolutionize the aviation industry. The energy density is considered scalable, which 
means it can be used in small to very large applications. It does not have dangerous effects like fission 
power, which makes it very portable. LENR could result in what would essentially be “fuel-less” aircraft. 
In addition, the very high energy-density characteristics of LENR could alter current design constraints 
and create new missions and markets.9 It was a promising source of alternative energy examined as part 
of a NASA subsonic aircraft research study.10 The study determined that LENR would have a “game 
changing” impact. Feasibility, safety, weight, and customer acceptance were listed as major concerns. 
Reference 11 describes some motivation for exploring LENR as an energy source for use in aircraft. It is 
also important to note that the Nuclear Energy for Propulsion of Aircraft (NEPA) Project started looking 
at nuclear powered aircraft in 1946. Nuclear powered flight was found to be feasible. The program ended 
in 1951, but was followed by the Aircraft Nuclear Propulsion Program (ANP), which continued until 
1961. During that time, engine prototypes were tested, aircraft and propulsion design studies were 
conducted, and the effect of radiation was studied for pilots, crew, and aircraft.12 Most of this work is 
relevant to LENR powered aircraft. 
Despite the previous work in this area, questions remained. How would LENR affect aviation? What new 
aircraft and missions could LENR enable? NASA was interested in the answers and there was a good 
foundation from which to launch this study. 
5.0 Approach 
Assembling a diverse team was important to gather a variety of perspectives. The team included LENR 
experts, propulsion system experts, aircraft performance and design experts, and student researchers – all 
at varying levels of experience. The team members were located at NASA Langley Research Center 
(LaRC), NASA Glenn Research Center (GRC), and California Polytechnic State University (Cal Poly). 
The team held technical collaboration meetings about once a month to foster inter-disciplinary and inter-
center collaboration. 
Early in the project, Cal Poly offered an aircraft design course that focused on LENR powered aircraft. 
Then they transitioned to a sponsored research project team. The Cal Poly team focused on exploring 
many ideas and concepts from a fundamental physical principles perspective. The first round of 
propulsion, mission, and aircraft concepts generation started with the student team. The initial team 
collaboration determined the aircraft and propulsion concepts. Further research refined these new and 
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innovative concepts to show how LENR can solve the current challenges in aeronautics. Cal Poly’s 
valuable efforts and research supported their LENR aircraft concept development as well as the NASA 
team concept developments. 
LENR is a controversial technology; there are varying claims of its performance and overall success. 
Thus, for the purpose of this project the team decided on several assumptions to enable assessments and 
analyses. First, LENR was assumed to exist in the form of a “black box”. This meant that thermal energy 
was produced from an assumed volume of material that made up the reactor. The initial LENR reactors 
were assumed to have limited power which would improve through years of development. 
The LENR experts defined the reactor characteristics early in the project. Building on the initial research, 
a first order design space exploration was performed. Results showed where LENR aircraft fit in the trade 
space and what mission capabilities could be enabled. The first order design space exploration also 
showed the initial impact of LENR on design constraints. Next, missions were selected and propulsion 
system concepts were developed. The propulsion concepts and missions guided the aircraft concept 
development. Qualitative safety and operational impacts were also explored. 
6.0 Research Status 
The research started with a literature search of nuclear aircraft, propulsion systems, and missions. It 
allowed the team to recognize the accomplishments and problems from decades of nuclear aircraft 
projects. A long list of long endurance missions for military and civilian applications was also found 
through research. Once the starting point was established, the team then focused on the specific concept 
areas that led to the design of the LENR powered aircraft concepts. 
The study efforts included following the advancements in LENR technology, creating aircraft and 
propulsion system concepts, finding technologies that remove constraints, investigating integration of 
propulsion concepts into aircraft and analyzing the performance, safety, and operational impacts. 
6.1 LENR Characteristics 
One of the first efforts of this project was to compile the LENR reactor parameters that were required for 
a conceptual level propulsion system and aircraft design. Current estimates of the required parameters 
were determined through a literature search. Table 1 shows the parameters of LENR reactors that have 
been claimed to be in development by private entities. Where possible, the values given are for the reactor 
only and do not included ancillary systems. The devices found use Nickel-Hydrogen or Palladium-
Deuterium as the reactants. Their reported output power is low compared to the input power. The 
maximum temperatures are also relatively low, with the highest at 600 degrees Celsius. Reactor volumes 
range from 126 to 2,600 cubic centimeters and don’t seem to be related to the output power. Relatively 
low amounts of reactant mass and one to two hour start times were required for the experiments. The 
sources used for this literature search did not have any devices for sale, thus no hardware is known to 
exist. Therefore, the data reported in the table could not be validated. The leading LENR researchers and 
innovators were not consulted directly during this project because of the uncertainty and skepticism that 
surrounds this revolutionary technology. 
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Table 1. LENR parameters for devices in development. 
Organization Leonardo Corp  
(Ref. 13, 14, 15) 
Defkalion 
(Ref. 16, 17) 
LENUCO 
(Ref. 18) 
Celani  
(Ref. 19) 
Brillouin Energy  
(Ref. 20, 21) 
Device Low-Temp E-
Cat 
High-Temp 
E-Cat (test 
data) 
Hyperion 
Prototype 
  Brillouin 
Boiler 
New 
Hydrogen 
Boiler 
Reactants Ni-H2 Ni-H2 Ni-H2 Pd-D2 / Ni-H2 Ni-H2 Ni-distilled 
H2O 
Ni-H2 
Power Output (net, 
thermal) (kW) 
8 7 5 3 0.016 ~0.1  
Power Input 
(electric) (kW) 
1.67 4 1.0 (start 
phase) 
 0.048 ~0.45  
Max. Temperature 
(°C) 
120 308 600 140 150 150 500 
Reactor Volume 
(cm3) 
400 2,600 125.6  250 1000  
Fuel Charge (g) H2: 10 Ni: 1      
Start/Stop Transient 
(min) 
60 120 120     
 
The LENR reactor parameters were projected for the years 2025 and 2035. Estimates were made of the 
expected power, volume, weight, temperature, and fuel flows for each time period. Some of the critical 
parameters were difficult to project because there is no proven theory to establish them. Table 2 shows the 
values chosen for 2025 and 2035. Maximum temperature was measured as the thermal output temperature 
of the LENR reactor. The power increases significantly over the ten-year period, because it is assumed 
that once LENR is available there will be a tremendous investment in the technology and advancement of 
its performance. The 2025 projections are similar to the parameters found in Table 1, reflecting the idea 
that LENR will not see significant investment until around 2025. 
Table 2. LENR projected parameters for 2025 and 2035. 
 2025 2035 
Power Output (thermal) 
(kW) 
10 1000 
Max. Temperature (°C) 2000 7000 
Power/Volume (kW/m
3
) 30 1000 
Fuel Burn (H2 gas) (GJ/g) 0.37 1.0 
Fuel Burn (Ni powder) 
(MJ/g) 
5 20 
 
LENR aircraft propulsion systems are currently at a Technology Readiness Level (TRL) of two. LENR 
propulsion system concepts have been explored and working LENR reactors have demonstrated the 
energy production process. There are several groups trying to push LENR to TRL 3, which is the proof-
of-concept stage. After that point, it will be a race to have production-ready LENR systems. It is critical 
to have the knowledge of how LENR can be used in aircraft now so that if it is proven to be a viable 
energy source, it can be put into use in aircraft immediately. 
Major automobile corporations are already exploring the use of LENR in transportation. Honda, Toyota, 
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and Mitsubishi are financing research with the goal of LENR powered cars that rarely need refueling.22 
LENR is also gaining research momentum. The Department of Energy’s Advanced Research Projects 
Agency-Energy (ARPA-E) announced a funding opportunity for low-energy nuclear reaction research in 
2013.23 In 2012, the American Nuclear Society (ANS) held a panel discussion on LENR and the 
European Centre for Nuclear Research (CERN) hosted a colloquium on LENR research.24, 25 
6.2 Energy Conversion and Propulsion Concepts 
LENRs produce energy in the form of thermal energy. Several systems were initially explored that were 
capable of converting thermal energy from LENR to usable energy for aircraft propulsion. Some of the 
systems were found to be very useful with a wide range of applications, but many have large barriers to 
overcome. Some interesting characteristics of thermal energy conversion systems were found during this 
project. For example, heat transfer capability drops as altitude increases when using forced convection. 
Therefore, low altitude is better for a forced convection heat transfer system utilizing free-stream air.26 A 
description of six LENR propulsion concepts follows. 
6.2.1 Micro LENR Power Plant 
One of the energy conversion systems investigated uses LENR in a power plant in the size and shape of a 
battery.26 Batteries have convenient modularity, form factor, and a wide range of existing applications. 
The micro power plant would use Microelectromechanical systems (MEMS) gas turbomachinery, which 
is currently under development. A LENR reactor would supply heat to the turbomachinery which would 
convert it to mechanical energy. A generator would be required to convert the mechanical energy to 
electricity. This system would be suited for a micro unmanned aerial vehicle (MAV) powered by motors 
with propellers because of its small size. MEMS gas turbomachinery is an inefficient energy conversion 
system.27 Another potential issue is that the exhaust heat of the system is near that of the LENR reactor. 
This system would also require an air supply, ducting, and heat dissipation. A micro LENR power plant is 
a very appealing system, but there are also a lot of barriers that must be overcome for it to be practical. 
6.2.2 Thermoelectrics 
The thermoelectric effect (also known as the Seebeck effect) is a conversion of temperature differential 
into electric voltage. Thermoelectric systems use semiconductors to achieve energy conversion. 
Thermoelectrics could be used to convert the thermal energy from a LENR reactor to electricity in a 
thermoelectric generator. It could power one or more electric motors for the propulsion system. Aircraft 
with large wetted areas could use the aircraft skin for the thermoelectric system’s cold side. The cold side 
temperature could decrease as aircraft altitude increases, however density will also decrease at a rate that 
results in poor thermal conversion. Thermoelectrics are simple and reliable systems, but have very low 
conversion efficiency. Increased power can be achieved through higher operating temperature at the 
expense of life span. Due to the material limits and the poor thermal conversion as altitude increases, 
thermoelectric generators may be an impractical system for aircraft.26 
6.2.3 Stirling Cycle Engine 
A Stirling cycle engine is a closed-cycle system that uses compression and expansion of the working fluid 
at a temperature differential. The system operates so there is a net conversion of thermal energy to 
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mechanical work. A Stirling engine could be used to mechanically drive propellers. Stirling engines are 
highly reliable and very efficient. However, they have a very low power-to-weight ratio. A Stirling engine 
NASA worked on for automobile applications had a power-to-weight ratio of 0.18 HP/lb, almost four 
times less than the engine used in the Cirrus SR22 aircraft.28,29 Stirling cycle efficiency is also highly 
dependent on the temperature of operation, which creates a challenge similar to that encountered for the 
thermoelectric generator. For these reasons, Stirling engines may also be impractical systems for aircraft 
propulsion.26 
6.2.4 Brayton Cycle with LENR Nanoparticles 
The open-loop Brayton thermodynamic cycle incorporates isentropic compression, constant-pressure heat 
addition, isentropic expansion, and constant-pressure heat rejection to produce work output. This 
propulsion concept would replace the combustor section of a turbojet or turbofan engine with an open 
LENR reactor. Nickel nanoparticles are injected like fuel into the LENR reactor. The reacting 
nanoparticles would directly transfer heat to the surrounding air in the reactor section. One of the 
advantages of this architecture is that only the combustor section of the engine would change. This system 
operates like a traditional turbojet or turbofan. However, it is more of a far-term solution since it requires 
precise injection and control systems.26 The Brayton cycle with LENR nanoparticles would still generate 
emissions from the high “combustion” temperatures and from the nickel powder. 
6.2.5 Brayton Cycle with Heat Exchanger 
The Brayton cycle engine with heat exchanger is another concept for LENR propulsion. This type of 
engine was used for the nuclear aircraft studies of the 1940s - 1970s. One study selected the open Brayton 
cycle as the best option for a nuclear fission reactor powered cargo aircraft.30 This propulsion system 
concept would replace the fuel burning combustor section of a conventional gas turbine engine with a 
heat exchanger. The LENR reactor would heat a heat transfer fluid in a closed-loop heat exchanger. The 
heated fluid would add heat to the engine in place of the combustor. One concern with this system was 
how the heat exchanger performance would change with altitude. Two engine models were created to 
explore this concern: a model based on the General Electric (GE) J85 turbojet and a model based on the 
GE 90 turbofan. Reference 26 describes the GE J85 analysis and results. The results show that the thrust 
lapse and thrust specific energy consumption are similar for an equivalent fuel burning engine. The GE90 
model showed similar results. The trends for thrust, internal flow conditions, temperature, and efficiency 
were similar for both the fueled and LENR heated propulsion systems. Thus, the conclusion was made 
that the turbomachinery has essentially the same performance no matter how the heat is added. A high 
temperature reactor is required to match takeoff performance of jet-fueled engines and high LENR reactor 
temperatures are better for engine efficiency, size, and weight. The history and experience with this 
propulsion system make it very appealing. Since it was commonly chosen for the nuclear powered aircraft 
in the past, it is a good candidate for early use in LENR aircraft. 
Another closely related propulsion concept is a turbine alternator, but this concept was not explored as 
part of this study. It would essentially be a LENR Auxiliary Power Unit (APU). This system could supply 
electric power to a distributed or centralized propulsion system. 
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6.2.6 Brayton Cycle Ramjet 
A ramjet was the final Brayton cycle propulsion system considered. Again, the combustion section would 
be replaced, but this time with a LENR reactor supplying heat to the flow. It is a direct heat to thrust 
conversion and is reliable because there are few moving parts. It could operate at subsonic speeds, but 
would require more area than a supersonic ramjet. Ramjets are not self-starting, so this system would 
require a means to reach the operating speed of the ramjet. Two World War II era designs were found: the 
Lippisch P13, coal powered ramjet and the Leduc 0.10, liquid fueled ramjet.31, 32, 33 In 1957, Project 
PLUTO developed and ground tested a nuclear powered ramjet for a supersonic missile.34 The ramjet is 
another appealing propulsion system architecture. Experience with this system and especially its use in 
the nuclear aircraft program make it another good candidate for early use in LENR aircraft. 
6.3 Exploration of the Design Space 
A design space exploration was performed based on a Non-dimensional Aircraft Mass (NAM) ratio 
diagram.35 Reference 11 contains more details and conclusions from this process. The NAM ratio diagram 
is designed to find the most suitable propulsion system for a given mission. For this project, it was used to 
compare a LENR system to currently available systems that perform High Altitude Long Endurance 
(HALE) or similar missions. The NAM ratio diagram is composed of four quadrants: Power that 
describes aerodynamics and propulsion system weight, Mass that describes advanced materials and 
integration, Energy that describes aerodynamics and energy efficiency, and Mission that describes vehicle 
performance. Figure 1 is the NAM ratio diagram from reference 11 that plots eleven existing aircraft that 
were designed for high altitude and/or long endurance missions, twelve HALE aircraft from a NASA 
study,36 and two sets of LENR powered aircraft. 
Both sets of LENR powered aircraft used LENR power and energy densities that were assumed for this 
project and outlined in the previous LENR section of this report. The LENR HALE aircraft data set was 
based on various cruise velocities. The LENR HALE aircraft (reference empty weight) data set was based 
on empty weight fractions from the NASA HALE study solar regenerative aircraft and the NAM 
equations were used to solve for the cruise velocity. The NAM ratio diagram was an effective tool for the 
design space exploration. Three conclusions were made: (1) LENR powered aircraft could enable long 
range missions, (2) the high power density could be used to obtain high velocity at cruise, and (3) a 
LENR power source would decouple the propulsion system size from the power capability. Therefore, 
LENR could remove the traditional aircraft design constraints for long range/endurance and high speed 
missions. 
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6.4 Missions and Aircraft 
Missions that exploit the unique capabilities of a LENR propulsion system or are enabled by LENR were 
identified through literature searches and brainstorming. One such mission is HALE or any mission that 
requires a long endurance aircraft. High speed missions that require supersonic speeds could also exploit 
LENR capability. Small aircraft that operate independent of runways could exploit LENR to keep their 
weight low in order to achieve vertical takeoff and landing (VTOL) operation. Another type of mission 
that exploits LENR is large and/or heavy cargo or passenger transport aircraft, especially if they require 
long range. The design space exploration identified long range/endurance and high speed missions as 
missions for which LENR powered aircraft would have an advantage over fuel burning aircraft. The 
remainder of this section will describe these missions and some aircraft concepts and ideas for each 
mission. 
An early attempt was made to devise weight regression and mission sizing equations for LENR aircraft. 
Traditional methods use fuel burn and weight ratios to close on a sized aircraft. This presented a challenge 
Figure 1. NAM ratio diagram of existing high altitude and long endurance vehicles, solar regenerative aircraft from a 
NASA study, and notional LENR powered aircraft 
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for LENR sizing because the weight of the aircraft was assumed constant throughout the mission due to 
negligible fuel burn. NASA’s Flight Optimization System (FLOPS) was tested as a possible aircraft 
sizing tool for LENR.37 FLOPS was unable to perform mission analysis and sizing for aircraft that burn 
zero fuel, therefore it could not be used for this project. The aircraft were therefore sized by comparing to 
aircraft with similar requirements and capabilities. 
6.4.1 Long Endurance 
The long endurance and range missions will most likely be unmanned because of the limits of a human 
pilot/operator demonstrated in previous around the world flights. Geo-stationary satellite, 
communications relay, hurricane tracking, border patrol, port surveillance, disaster relief support, animal 
tracking, and high altitude atmospheric research are examples of civilian HALE missions. Military 
missions include intelligence, surveillance, and reconnaissance (ISR), persistent surveillance, and airspace 
denial.  The HALE mission requires low power and unlimited energy. Exploration of the HALE mission 
led to the discovery that reliability will become a constraint once the endurance constraint is removed by 
use of LENR propulsion. Satellite, engine, and some Unmanned Aerial System (UAS) reliability data 
were examined for ways to quantify reliability as a new constraint for HALE aircraft.26 
The Defense Advanced Research Projects Agency (DARPA) Vulture project defined a challenging HALE 
mission. The Vulture mission requirements were an operating altitude of 60,000 to 90,000 ft, a payload 
capacity of 1,000 lb with 5 kW power for the payload, 5 year endurance, and 99% probability of station 
keeping.38 A more near term HALE mission would be a science mission that matches the Boeing Phantom 
Eye performance. The operating ceiling for Phantom Eye is 65,000 ft, with a 1,000 to 5,000 lb payload, 
150 kt cruise speed, and a 3 to 5 day endurance.39 
The Cluster Wing is an aircraft concept that could be suitable for several HALE missions including 
distributed sensor network, ordinance delivery, and environmental missions. It is composed of several 
smaller aircraft joined at the wing tip that could fly out to a mission zone, distribute, perform their 
individual missions, and rejoin once the mission is complete. When together, induced drag reduction 
allows additional climb capability, which reduces the installed thrust required. Figure 2 shows the Cluster 
Wing concept. 
The Cluster Wing shown uses a LENR powered ramjet as the propulsion system. It is capable of high 
speed and high wing loading. The individual aircraft can join together at the wing tips with a latch system 
similar to what was used in Project Tip-Tow.40 Table 3 shows the performance design goals for each 
Cluster wing vehicle. 
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Table 3. Cluster Wing conceptual design performance goals for each vehicle 
 Units Design Goals 
Takeoff Gross Weight lb 2,000 
Maximum Payload lb 1,000 
Cruise Thrust lb 125 
Wing Area ft2 90 
Wing Span ft 10 
Wing Loading lb/ft2 22 
 
6.4.2 Supersonic Transport 
A supersonic business jet or small transport is another mission which can exploit the benefits of LENR 
propulsion. It could combine Elon Musk’s vision for an electric VTOL supersonic transport and NASA’s 
“N+3 Advanced Concept Studies for Supersonic Commercial Transport Aircraft Entering Service in the 
2030-2035 Period” NASA Research Announcement (NRA) for an aircraft carrying 10 passengers, 1,000 
nautical miles or more, at Mach 1.6-1.8 cruise with low boom, and VTOL.41, 42 Figure 3 is a supersonic 
Figure 2. Conceptual image of the Cluster Wing vehicles (a) Takeoff with tow aircraft (b) Tow aircraft releases the 
Cluster Wing at top of climb (c) Vehicles together during cruise (d) Vehicles seperating to complete mission 
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business jet concept. The main propulsion would utilize LENR turbojets or turbofans, which are not 
expected to be much larger than the current concepts. LENR removes the massive amounts of jet fuel 
required for this mission, leaving lots of volume in the aircraft for stowable rotors to accomplish the 
VTOL. Table 4 shows the performance design goals for the supersonic VTOL transport concept. 
 
 
 
Figure 3. Supersonic VTOL concept aircraft (a) With rotors deployed for vertical takeoff (b) In transition flight from 
vertical takeoff to horizontal flight (c) With rotors retracted during cruise flight 
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Table 4. Supersonic VTOL transport conceptual design performance goals 
 Units Design Goals 
Takeoff Gross Weight lb 100,000 
Maximum Payload lb 2,200 
Takeoff Thrust lb 130,000 
Wing Area ft2 1,430 
Wing Span ft 50 
Wing Loading lb/ft2 70 
 
6.4.3 Micro Unmanned Aerial Vehicles 
MAVs are unique vehicles that could take advantage of the massive amount of energy available from 
LENR for the small reaction mass.26 LENR propulsion systems for MAVs will be small and still allow for 
long range/endurance. MAVs share some of the same missions as HALE aircraft. Communications relay, 
border patrol, port surveillance, air sampling, police surveillance, and crowd control are examples of 
civilian MAV missions.43 Military missions could include ISR. 
6.4.4 Runway-Independent Aircraft 
The runway-independent (RI) aircraft requires high power and high energy. This type of vehicle could 
transport people from home to work and completely change local transportation operations. Other 
missions could include autonomous package deliveries to remote locations.26 
6.4.5 Global Transport 
The comfortable global passenger transport powered by LENR could change how airlines operate and 
compete. There may be more non-stop flights, cabin area per passenger, and customer comforts.26 It could 
operate at subsonic or transonic speeds and have long range capability. 
A large cargo transport is another applicable mission. This mission was a common one used in the past 
nuclear aircraft design studies. One report specified 0.75 cruise Mach, 400,000 – 600,000 pound payload, 
60,000 operation hours, and crew of four.30 The performance goals for one of the conceptual designs is 
shown in Table 5. The nuclear aircraft of the past had very heavy weights due to the radiation shielding 
weight required. LENR does not require shielding, which could reduce total weight while matching the 
performance of the fission nuclear aircraft. 
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Table 5. Nuclear cargo transport conceptual design performance goals
30
 
 Units Design Goals 
Takeoff Gross Weight lb 2,154,390 
Maximum Payload lb 600,000 
Takeoff Thrust lb 509,400 
Wing Area ft2 17,350 
Wing Span ft 340 
Wing Loading lb/ft2 120 
 
The Sky Train is a concept that would perform a cargo and luxury passenger mission. It would process 
and sort cargo using an on-board, automated cargo processing center and operate as a “cruise” vacation. It 
was designed to operate around 10,000 feet altitude and use feeder aircraft to load and unload passengers 
and cargo. A docking system similar to the Apollo system could be used.44 The Sky Train would be a 
massive dual-role aircraft. Figure 4 is an image of the Sky Train in cruise with feeder aircraft 
approaching. The Sky Train can dock with up to 6 feeder aircraft, each carrying 8 passengers or cargo. It 
can accommodate up to 150 passengers with each passenger cabin volume measuring 1,000 ft3. The 
passenger section of the Sky Train could also include cruise ship amenities like restaurants, movie 
theatres, night clubs, mini golf, and more. The cargo sorting facility would be separated from the 
passengers. The conceptual design performance goals for the Sky Train are shown in Table 6. This Sky 
Train concept was estimated to have a takeoff gross weight of about 9,685,000 lbs. The wing span is 
about 800 ft with an area of about 74,500 ft2. Sky Train would use large rocket boosters for takeoff 
assistance. Once in the air, the rockets would be jettisoned with any undercarriage used during takeoff. 
Maintenance could be performed while Sky Train is in cruise. 
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Figure 4. Conceptual images of the Sky Train aircraft (a) During takeoff with booster rockets providing additional thrust 
(b) In cruise with cutaway to show interior sections (c) In cruise with feeder aircraft approaching and docking 
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Table 6. Sky Train global transport conceptual design performance goals 
 Units Design Goals 
Takeoff Gross Weight lb 9,685,000 
Maximum Payload lb 33,000 
Takeoff Thrust lb 2,550,000 
Wing Area ft2 74,500 
Wing Span ft 800 
Wing Loading lb/ft2 130 
 
6.4.6 Ocean Cargo Transport 
The ocean cargo transport mission would fill the gap between large cargo aircraft that deliver packages in 
two days and large ocean ships that deliver cargo in two to four weeks. A similar concept was proposed 
by Boeing called the Pelican.45 However, the aircraft concept described here would carry standard 
shipping containers and use the existing pier-side infrastructure to enable easy integration. Missions 
would have a range of about 10,000 nautical miles and at least a 150 knot cruise velocity. This would 
allow for delivery in 4 to 5 days. LENR would enable new configurations that could be easily integrated 
with the current ocean cargo infrastructure and it would enable more cargo to be carried for longer 
range/endurance. 
Figure 5 shows a LENR powered ocean cargo concept aircraft. The shipping containers are carried in the 
wings. This concept was designed to carry thirty-two 40 foot long containers. It has a wing span of about 
500 ft, well within the Panamax cargo ship dimensions.46 The Panamax dimensions specify the 
dimensional limit of any cargo ship that can pass through the Panama Canal. They were used to reference 
the size of the existing pier-side cargo infrastructure. The conceptual design performance goals for the 
Sky Train are shown in Table 7. The takeoff gross weight would be around 4.65 million pounds and use 
additional thrust at takeoff from fans in the leading edge. The design wing loading would be 130 lb/ft2. It 
would fly at about 20 feet above the water during cruise to take advantage of wing-in-ground-effect 
benefits and reduce engine thrust requirements. 
  
 
 
 
 
20 
 
Figure 5. Ocean cargo transport concept aircraft (a) In port being loaded with cargo containers (b) On takeoff with 
forward lift fans operating for additional thrust (c) In cruise flight (d) In cruise flight 
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Table 7. Ocean cargo transport conceptual design performance goals 
 Units Design Goals 
Takeoff Gross Weight lb 4,650,000 
Maximum Payload lb 1,856,000 
Takeoff Thrust lb 2,325,000 
Wing Area ft2 35,680 
Wing Span ft 490 
Wing Loading lb/ft2 130 
 
6.5 Publications 
Several publications were created during the period of performance for this project. Cal Poly wrote and 
presented “Impact of Advanced Energy Technologies on Aircraft Design” at the American Institute of 
Aeronautics and Astronautics (AIAA) SciTech 2014 conference in January 2014.26 “The Application of 
LENR to Synergistic Mission Capabilities” was written as a final report for a graduate course.11 The paper 
was published and presented at the AIAA AVIATION 2014 conference in June 2014. A final presentation 
was made as part of the NASA Aeronautics Research Institute (NARI) 6-day virtual technical 2014 
Seedling Seminar. The presentation slides are available on the NARI 2014 Seedling Seminar website 
along with a recorded video of the presentation.47 
7.0 Conclusions and Recommendations 
Six propulsion concepts were identified that utilize LENR. After an exploration of the design space, six 
missions were identified that are enabled by LENR or exploit its unique capabilities and four aircraft 
concepts were developed. Several advanced technologies were used in the aircraft concepts to remove 
current constraints like using the stowable rotors on the supersonic VTOL concept. The LENR propulsion 
systems were integrated into the aircraft concepts and performance was estimated. No additional safety 
impacts specific to LENR aircraft were identified beyond what is considered in high energy density 
batteries. LENR could have major impacts on aircraft operations, which vary based on the specific 
vehicle solution. The design space exploration showed that range/endurance and high speed mission 
constraints could be eliminated by using LENR. A new constraint identified for long endurance missions 
is aircraft systems reliability. 
This project identified four critical research areas for realization of LENR aircraft. The most critical area 
is the establishment of an underlying LENR theory. Complete understanding for applications will not 
come without a theory to explain all of the phenomena. Next, high efficiency thermal energy conversion 
will be critical to convert the LENR reactor heat to usable energy. Heat exchangers, lightweight Stirling 
engines, and thermo-electric systems require increased efficiency for use in aircraft. Development of high 
temperature materials and cooling systems for gas turbine engines is another area needing future research. 
Increased reliability of aircraft systems is another key research area to enable long endurance aircraft. 
The application of LENR to aircraft would open new research opportunities in aeronautics. It would open 
aircraft performance and push back the current constraints that tightly bind the design space. The fuel 
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mass and volume would no longer drive aircraft design. Energy is essentially decoupled from the reaction 
mass, yielding the potential for extreme range and endurance and infrequent refueling operations. These 
characteristics are critical for long endurance missions. The application of energy/propulsion to achieve 
inter-disciplinary coupling and benefits is only conservatively applied to current designs. For example, in 
hybrid laminar flow control on jet transports, power from the turbofan engines is used to power hybrid 
laminar flow systems. In current practice, this energy use burdens the propulsion sizing and fuel capacity 
resulting in aircraft sizing penalties. If LENR were used to power a boundary layer control system, there 
would be virtually no penalty and significant amounts of energy could be applied without worrying about 
propulsion sizing sensitivities. LENR could provide the energy necessary to exceed Aeronautics Research 
Mission Directorate’s (ARMD)’s environmental goals for future vehicles. 
LENR is an energy source technology that can benefit all of the aviation research at NASA, potentially 
creating a radical transformation in aeronautics. LENR could create a new set of constraints and 
capabilities that will increase throughput and efficiency for the airspace system. For example, transport 
aircraft could be large docking aircraft fed by smaller commuters. New propulsion, heat exchanger, heat 
transfer, and energy storage systems need further research and development. Systems that were developed 
to reduce noise but were heavy or required additional energy should be reevaluated for use on LENR 
powered aircraft. LENR will most likely start as a ground based power system, creating a new 
opportunity to converge into aeronautics technology. 
References 
1. “NASA Strategic Plan 2014,” NP-2014-01-964-HQ, National Aeronautics and Space Administration, 
Washington D.C., 2014. 
2. Fleischmann, M. and Pons, S., "Electrochemically Induced Nuclear Fusion of Deuterium," Journal of 
Electroanalytical Chemistry, Vol. 261, Issue 2, Part 1, pp. 301-308, Apr. 1989 and errata with Marvin 
Hawkins in Vol. 263, pp. 187-188, 1989. 
3. Wrbanek, S. Y., Fralick, G. C., Wrbanek, J. D., and Niedra, J. M., “NASA Glenn Research Center 
experience with "LENR Phenomenon",” IAPG Mechanical Working Group Meeting, Arlington, VA, 1 
May 2012. 
4. Widom, A. and Larsen, L., “Ultra low momentum neutron catalyzed nuclear reactions on metallic 
hydride surfaces,” European Physical Journal C - Particles and Fields, Vol. 46 No. 1, Apr. 2006, pp. 
107-111. 
5. Bushnell, D., “Low Energy Nuclear Reactions, the Realism and the Outlook,” The Technology Source 
at NASA Langley Research Center, 2012. 
6. Zawodny, J. M., “Low Energy Nuclear Reactions: Is there a better way to do nuclear power?,” NASA 
Glenn Research Center LENR Workshop, Sep. 2011. 
7. Silberg, B., “The Nuclear Reactor in Your Basement,” Climate Change: Energy Innovations, NASA 
Jet Propulsion Laboratory, Feb. 2013. 
  
 
 
 
 
23 
8. Zawodny, J., “Clean Nuclear Power Potential Tantalizes Aerospace,” Aviation Week and Space 
Technology, Vol. 173, No. 38, 24 Oct. 2011, pp. 67. 
9. Zawodny, J. M., “Energetics,” Aviation Unleashed Conference, Hampton, VA, Oct. 2010. 
10. Bradley, M. K. and Droney, C. K., “Subsonic Ultra Green Aircraft Research Phase II: N+4 Advanced 
Concept Development,” NASA CR-2012-217556, May 2012. 
11. Wells, D. P. and Mavris, D. N., “The Application of LENR to Synergistic Mission Capabilities,” 
AIAA-2014-3009, 2014. 
12. Stoffel, J., “Dreams of Nuclear Flight: The NEPA and ANP Programs,” NEEP 602, University of 
Wisconsin - Madison, May, 2000. 
13. “ECAT 1MW Technical Specifications,” Hydro Fusion [online database], URL: 
http://hydrofusion.com/ecat-products/ecat-1-mw-plant/ecat-1-mw-technical-data [cited Apr. 2013]. 
14. Mills, H., “Transcription of the Anniversary E-Cat Interview,” Pure Energy Systems News [online 
database], URL: 
http://pesn.com/2012/01/14/9602012_Momentous_Breakthroughs_Announced_During_Anniversary_E-
Cat_Interview/transcription.htm [cited Apr. 2013]. 
15. Levi, G., Foshi, E., Hartman, T., Hoistad, B., Pettersson, R., Tegner, L., and Essen, H., “Indication of 
Anomalous Heat Energy Production in a Reactor Device Containing Hydrogen Loaded Nickel Powder,” 
May 2013, (unpublished). 
16. Hadjichristos, J., Koulouris, M., and Chatzichristos, A., “Technical Characteristics & Performance of 
the Defkalion’s Hyperion Pre-Industrial Product,” The 17th International Conference on Cold Fusion, 
Aug. 2012. 
17. “Hyperion kW Series Specification Data Sheet - Preliminary,” Defkalion Green Technologies [online 
database], URL: http://defkalion-energy.com/ [cited Apr. 2013]. 
18. Miley, G. H., Yang, X., Ziehm, E., and Hora, H., “A Space Power Source Using Low Energy Nuclear 
Reactions (LENRs),” AIAA 2012-3975, 2012. 
19. Celani, F., et al., “Further progress/developments, on surface/bulk treated Constant an wires, for 
anomalous heat generation by H2/D2 interaction,” The 18th International Conference on Cold Fusion, 
Jul. 2013. 
20. “Brillouin Energy Corp. Revolutionary Energy Systems,” Brillouin Energy Corp., Mar. 2012. 
Godes, R., George, R., Tanzella, F., and McKubre, M., “Controlled Electron Capture and the Path 
Toward Commercialization,” The 17th International Conference on Cold Fusion, Aug. 2012. 
21. Godes, R., “The Quantum Reaction Hypothesis,” Brillouin Energy Corp., May 2011. 
  
 
 
 
 
24 
22. Calder, C., “What if Low Energy Nuclear Reaction (LENR) really works?,” OpEdNews.com [online 
database], URL: http://www.opednews.com/articles/What-if-Low-Energy-Nuclear-by-Christopher-
Calder-120103-869.html [cited Dec. 2012]. 
23. “Open Innovative Development in Energy-Related Applied Science (Open Ideas),” U.S. Department 
of Energy Advanced Research Projects Agency – Energy, Funding Opportunity No. DE-FOA-0001002, 
Sep. 2013. 
24. Nagel, D. J. and Fazel, K. C., “Low Energy Nuclear Reactions: Exciting New Science and Potential 
Clean Energy,” Fusion Science and Technology, Vol. 61, No. 1T, Jan. 2012, pp. 463-468. 
25. “Overview of Theoretical and Experimental Progress in Low Energy Nuclear Reactions (LENR),” 
European Organization for Nuclear Research [online database], URL: 
https://indico.cern.ch/event/177379/ [cited Aug. 2013]. 
26. McDonald, R. A., “Impact of Advanced Energy Technologies on Aircraft Design,” AIAA 2014-0538, 
2014. 
27. Epstein, A. H., “Millimeter-Scale, MEMS Gas Turbine Engines,” ASME Turbo Expo 2003 Power for 
Land, Sea, and Air, Jun. 2003. 
28. Ernst, W. D. and Shaltens, R. K., “Automotive Stirling Engine Development Project,” NASA CR-
190780, Feb. 1997. 
29. “IO-550-N,” Federal Aviation Administration Type Certificate, E3SO, Nov. 2011. 
30. Muehlbauer, J. C., et al., “Innovative Aircraft Design Study, Task II: Nuclear Aircraft Concepts,” 
ADB017795, Apr. 1977, Lockheed-Georgia Company, Marietta, GA. 
31. Johnson, D., “Li P.13a,” Luft ’46 [online database], URL: http://www.luft46.com/lippisch/lip13a.html 
[cited Dec. 2013]. 
32. “A Lippisch P13a szuperszonikus vadászgép,” JETFly Magazine [online database], URL: 
http://www.jetfly.hu/rovatok/jetfly/cikkiropalyazat/palyazat_04.10.25./ [cited Dec. 2013]. 
33. Damen, A., “Leduc 0.10 to 0.22,” 1000aircraftphotos.com [online database], URL: 
http://1000aircraftphotos.com/HistoryBriefs/Leduc.htm [cited Dec. 2013]. 
34. Herken, G., “The Flying Crowbar,” Air and Space, Vol. 5, May 1990, pp.28-34. 
35. Nam, T., “A Generalized Sizing Method for Revolutionary Concepts Under Probabilistic Design 
Constraints,” Ph.D. Dissertation, May 2007. 
36. Nickol, C. L., Guynn, M. D., Kohout, L. L., and Ozoroski, T. A., “High Altitude Long Endurance 
UAV Analysis of Alternatives and Technology Requirements Development,” NASA-TP-2007-214861, 
Mar. 2007, NASA Langley Research Center, VA. 
  
 
 
 
 
25 
37. McCullers, L. A., “Aircraft Configuration Optimization Including Optimized Flight Profiles,” 
Proceedings of the Symposium on Recent Experiences in Multidisciplinary Analysis and Optimization, 
Sobieski, J. (ed.), NASA-CP-2327, Apr. 1984, pp. 396-412. 
38. “DARPA’s Vulture: What Goes Up, Needn’t Come Down,” Defense Industry Daily, LLC, Sep. 2010. 
39. “Phantom Eye,” Boeing [online database], URL: 
http://www.boeing.com/boeing/bds/phantom_works/phantom_eye.page [cited Aug. 2013]. 
40. “Flying Aircraft Carriers of the USAF: Wing Tip Coupling: B-29B/F-84D,” Goleta Air and Space 
Museum [online database], URL: http://www.air-and-space.com/Wing%20Tip%20Coupling%20B-
29%20F-84.htm [cited Jun. 2013]. 
41. Nisen, M., “Elon Musk Admits There's A Much Better Way Of Moving People Long Distances Than 
The Hyperloop,” Business Insider, Aug. 2013. 
42. Welge, H. R., Bonet, J., Magee, T., Tompkins, D., Britt, T. R., Nelson, C., Miller, G., et al., “N+3 
Advanced Concept Studies for Supersonic Commercial Transport Aircraft Entering Service in the 2030-
2035 Period,” NASA CR-2011-217084, Apr. 2011. 
43. Abershitz, A., Penn, D., Levy, A., Shapira, A., and Shavit, Z., “IAI’s Micro / Mini UAV Systems – 
Development Approach,” AIAA 2005-7034, 2005. 
44. Langley, R. D., “Apollo experience report: The docking system,” NASA-TN-D-6854, Jun. 1972, 
NASA Manned Spacecraft Center, TX. 
45. Cole, W., “The Pelican: A big bird for the long haul,” Boeing Frontiers online, Vol. 1, No. 5, Sep. 
2002. 
46. “Vessel Requirements,” Autoridad Del Canal De Panama, MR NOTICE TO SHIPPING No. N-1-
2005, Jan. 2005. 
47. Wells, D. P., “Low Energy Nuclear Reaction Aircraft,” NASA Aeronautics Research Institute [online 
database], URL: http://nari.arc.nasa.gov/seedling2014 [cited Apr. 2014]. 
REPORT DOCUMENTATION PAGE Form ApprovedOMB No. 0704-0188
2.  REPORT TYPE 
Technical Memorandum
 4.  TITLE AND SUBTITLE
Low Energy Nuclear Reaction Aircraft - 2013 ARMD Seedling Fund 
Phase I Project  
5a. CONTRACT NUMBER
 6.  AUTHOR(S)
Wells, Douglas P.; McDonald, Robert; Campbell, Robbie; Chase, Adam; 
Daniel, Jason; Darling, Michael; Green, Clayton; MacGregor, Collin; 
Sudak, Peter; Sykes, Harrison; Waddington, Michael; Fredericks, William 
J.; Lepsch, Roger A.; Martin, John G.; Moore, Mark D.; Zawodny, Joseph 
M.; Felder, James L.; Snyder, Christopher A.
 7.  PERFORMING ORGANIZATION NAME(S) AND ADDRESS(ES)
NASA Langley Research Center
Hampton, VA  23681-2199
 9.  SPONSORING/MONITORING AGENCY NAME(S) AND ADDRESS(ES)
National Aeronautics and Space Administration
Washington, DC  20546-0001
 8. PERFORMING ORGANIZATION
     REPORT NUMBER
L-20436
10. SPONSOR/MONITOR'S ACRONYM(S)
NASA
13. SUPPLEMENTARY NOTES
12. DISTRIBUTION/AVAILABILITY STATEMENT
Unclassified - Unlimited
Subject Category  05
Availability:  NASA CASI (443) 757-5802
19a. NAME OF RESPONSIBLE PERSON
STI Help Desk (email:  help@sti.nasa.gov)
14. ABSTRACT
This report serves as the final written documentation for the Aeronautic Research Mission Directorate (ARMD) Seedling   
Fund’s Low Energy Nuclear Reaction (LENR) Aircraft Phase I project. The findings presented include propulsion system 
concepts, synergistic missions, and aircraft concepts. LENR is a form of nuclear energy that potentially has over 4,000 times 
the energy density of chemical energy sources. It is not expected to have any harmful emissions or radiation which makes it 
extremely appealing. There is a lot of interest in LENR, but there are no proven theories. This report does not explore the 
feasibility of LENR. Instead, it assumes that a working system is available. A design space exploration shows that LENR can 
enable long range and high speed missions. Six propulsion concepts, six missions, and four aircraft concepts are presented. 
This report also includes discussion of several issues and concerns that were uncovered during the study and potential research 
areas to infuse LENR aircraft into NASA’s aeronautics research.  
15. SUBJECT TERMS
Aircraft; Design; Energy; LENR; Missions; Propulsion
18. NUMBER
      OF 
      PAGES
30
19b. TELEPHONE NUMBER (Include area code)
(443) 757-5802
a.  REPORT
U
c. THIS PAGE
U
b. ABSTRACT
U
17. LIMITATION OF 
      ABSTRACT
UU
Prescribed by ANSI Std. Z39.18
Standard Form 298 (Rev. 8-98)
3.  DATES COVERED (From - To)
February 2013 - February 2014
5b. GRANT NUMBER
5c. PROGRAM ELEMENT NUMBER
5d. PROJECT NUMBER
5e. TASK NUMBER
5f. WORK UNIT NUMBER
694478.02.93.02.13.60.23  
11. SPONSOR/MONITOR'S REPORT
      NUMBER(S)
NASA/TM-2014-218283
16. SECURITY CLASSIFICATION OF:
The public reporting burden for this collection of information is estimated to average 1 hour per response, including the time for reviewing instructions, searching existing data sources, 
gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the collection of information.  Send comments regarding this burden estimate or any other aspect of this 
collection of information, including suggestions for reducing this burden, to Department of Defense, Washington Headquarters Services, Directorate for Information Operations and 
Reports (0704-0188), 1215 Jefferson Davis Highway, Suite 1204, Arlington, VA  22202-4302. Respondents should be aware that notwithstanding any other provision of law, no person 
shall be subject to any penalty for failing to comply with a collection of information if it does not display a currently valid OMB control number.
PLEASE DO NOT RETURN YOUR FORM TO THE ABOVE ADDRESS.
1.  REPORT DATE (DD-MM-YYYY)
06 - 201401-
